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1 . [3 The amendment filed on 22 September 2006 under 37 CFR 1.312 has been considered, and has been: 

a) □ entered. 

b) □ entered as directed to matters of form not affecting the scope of the invention. 

c) □ disapproved because the amendment was filed after the payment of the issue fee. 

Any amendment filed after the date the issue fee is paid must be accompanied by a petition under 37 CFR 1 .31 3(c)(1 ) 
and the required fee to withdraw the application from issue. 

d) disapproved. See explanation below. 

e) □ entered in part. See explanation below. 

While it is true that the Specification supports the disclosure of the claimed compositions where ABS and styrene 
copolymers are a component of the invention, the Examiner's search would NOT have necessarily covered the increased 
scope of the amended claim. In claims 20, 23, and 27, these polymers were "allowed" because the base claim from which 
they depend had required a combination of a specific hydrocarbon compound and a polysiloxane having a specified weight 
That is to say, that these claims were patentable was not necessarily due to the inclusion of ABS and/or styrene copolymer. 
Claim 30 does not require the polysiloxane component and, thus, the Examiner cannot be absolutely certain that the newly 
added embodiments would, in fact, be patentable. 
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